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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 9/15/04 has been 
considered by the examiner and made of record in the application file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-11. 16-31. 36-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated bv Gailant (US 2002/0137490). 

As to claim 1 , Gallant teaches a method for selectively blocking outgoing calls 
(figure 1-3 and paragraph 0062-0067) comprising: 

a) receiving blocking indicia from a subscriber or representative thereof who is 
associated with a telephony terminal; 

b) establishing blocking criteria based on the blocking indicia; 

c) receiving a first message indicative of a call being initiated from the telephony 
terminal; and 

d) determining whether to block the call or allow the call to continue based on the 
blocking criteria. 
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As to claim 2, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising sending a 
second message with instructions to either block the call or allow the call to continue 
based on the blocking criteria (paragraph 0067). 

As to claim 3, Gallant teaches the method of claim 2 wherein the second 
message is sent to a telephony switch supporting the telephony terminal and the first 
message is received from the telephony switch (paragraph 0061-0067). 

As to claim 4, Gallant teaches the method of claim 2 wherein the second 
message is sent to a telephony server supporting the telephony terminal and the first 
message is received from the telephony server (paragraph 0061-0067). 

As to claim 5, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking indicia 
is received via one of the group consisting of a web interface and a voice interface 
(paragraph 0054). 

As to claim 6, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking criteria 
is associated with a plurality of telephony terminals including the telephony terminal 
(figure 3). 

As to claim 7, Gallant teaches a method of claim 6 wherein at least two of the 
plurality of telephony terminals are from different types of telephony terminals consisting 
of circuit-switched wireless, circuit-switched wire-line, packet-based wire-line, and 
packet-based wireless (figure 1). 

As to claim 8, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking criteria 
are configured to block calls to at least one specified called party (figure 3). 
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As to claim 9, Gallant teaches the method of claim 8 wherein the specified called 
party is identified in the blocking criteria by a telephony address (figure 3). 

As to claim 9, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking criteria 
are configured to block calls based on time or date (paragraph 0051, 0056). 

As to claim 9, Gallant teaches inherently the method of claim 1 wherein the 
blocking criteria expire after a defined period of time (paragraph 0051, 0056). 

As to claim 16, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking 
criteria are configured to block calls that are not directed to at least one identified called 
party (figure 3). 

As to claim 17, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking 
criteria are configured to block calls to telephony addresses meeting defined wildcard 
criteria (paragraph 0014). 

As to claim 18, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking 
criteria are configured to block calls that are at least one type of call (paragraph 0037, 
0063). 

As to claim 19, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the blocking 
criteria are configured to require a plurality of conditions to be met prior to blocking the 
call (paragraph 0013, 0014). 

As to claim 10, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising sending 
instructions to provide an audible message to a caller at the telephony terminal when 
the call is blocked (paragraph 0008). 
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As to claim 21 , the claim is a system claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 22, the claim is a system claim of claim 2; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 23, the claim is a system claim of claim 3; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 24, the claim is a system claim of claim 4; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 4. 

As to claim 25, the claim is a system claim of claim 5; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 5. 

As to claim 26, the claim is a system claim of claim 6; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

As to claim 27, the claim is a system claim of claim 7; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 7. 

As to claim 28, the claim is a system claim of claim 8; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 8. 

As to claim 29, the claim is a system claim of claim 9; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 9. 

As to claim 30, the claim is a system claim of claim 10; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 10. 

As to claim 31 , the claim is a system claim of claim 1 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 1 . 
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As to claim 36, the claim is a system claim of claim 16; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 16. 

As to claim 37, the claim is a system claim of claim 17; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 17. 

As to claim 38, the claim is a system claim of claim 18; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 18. 

As to claim 29, the claim is a system claim of claim 19; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 9. 

As to claim 40, the claim is a system claim of claim 20; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art ate such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 12-15. 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Gallant. 

As to claims 12-15, Gallant teaches the method of claim 1 , Gallant fails to teach the 
blocking criteria are configured to block calls based on: financial authorization and 
further comprising accessing and using financial records to help determine whether to 
block the call or allow the call to continue, at least one called party when financial 
authorization is not provided, whether a pre-paid balance has been exceeded. 
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However, the examiner takes Official Notice that these limitations are know in the arts. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the teaching of these recited limitations into the system 
of Gallant in order to improve the call screen service. 

As to claims 32-35, the claims are system claim of claims 12-1 5; therefore, the 
claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 12-15. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A. Sladek et al (US 6,622,01 6) teaches system for controlled provisioning of 
telecommunication services. 

B. Jackson (US 6,275,577) teaches call handling. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C. LE whose telephone number is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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